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On the following day (the 20th May), the General Commission had
a short preliminary discussion on the question of material, but no
important developments took place until the 22nd May, when Mr.
Norman Davis made his long awaited pronouncement. Mr. Davis
was now in a position to explain the attitude of the new Administra-
tion at Washington on the principal problems which called for settle-
ment at Geneva. On the question of the German claim to equality,
Mr. Davis said:
It would neither have been just nor wise, nor was it intended, that the
Central Powers should be subject for all time to a special treatment in
armaments. There is and has been a corresponding duty on the part
of the other Powers, parties to the Peace Treaties, that by successive
stages they too would bring their armaments down to a level strictly
determined by the needs of self-defence. While the United States is
not bound by the provisions or the implications of those treaties,1 I
have no hesitancy in saying that it is the will of our people, interpreted
by President Roosevelt, to join with the other Powers in disarming
down to that level, and we are prepared to exert our influence to bring
this about, not by theoretical statements of good intentions, but by
decisive and progressive reduction of armaments through international
agreement.
The contribution which the United States was prepared to make
was described by Mr. Davis as follows:
As regards the level of armaments, we are prepared to go as far as the
other states in the way of reduction. We feel that the ultimate objective
should be to reduce armaments approximately to the level established
by the Peace Treaties: that is, to bring armaments as soon as possible
through successive stages down to the basis of a domestic police force.
In particular, as emphasized by President Roosevelt, we are prepared
1 This phrase in Mr. D avis's speech was prompted, no doubt, by a desire to
conciliate * isolationist9 opinion in the United States, but the statement was
not in strict accordance with the facts. The United States.was not, of course,
bound by the Treaty of Versailles as such, but in the "separate G-erman-
American Peace Treaty of the 25th August, 1921—ratifications of which were
exchanged on the llth November, 1921—it was expressly stated that the
United States should 'have and enjoy... the rights and advantages stipulated'
in certain provisions of the Versailles Treaty, and the provisions specified
included the whole of Part V (the disarmament chapter). Moreover, President
Wilson was among the signatories of the note of the 16th June, 1919, from the
Allied and Associated Powers to Germany in which the disarmament of
Germany was declared to be the first step towards the general reduction and
limitation of armaments. It may be noted that when Mr. Stimson, on the
6th January, 1932, addressed the Foreign Affairs Committee of the United
States Senate on the subject of an appropriation to send delegates to the Dis-
armament Conference, he laid stress on the moral obligation which the United
States had incurred by participating in the demand made to Germany that
she should accept 'the drastic terms of disarmament that were imposed upon
her by the Treaty'.

